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Also, a bill entitled, an act to authorise the Justices of-
the Levy court of Washingtoa county tolevya sum)of mo-~
pey for the erection of a Bridge over. the Antietam, at or
near the old Bridge, on Samuel M. Hitts farm, which was
read the first time and referred to Messrs. Kennedy, Smith -

and Whiteley. . . o
~ Also, a bill entitled; a supplement {0 the act entitled, -an act:
fo authorise the Levy court of Frederick county to levy a
sum of money for the purposes therein mentioned, passed at
December session 1825, chapter 84, which was read the
first time and referred to Messrs. Herbert; Thomas and
Forrest. . L L
. And retorned the bill entitled, an additional supplement to"
the act for making the river Susquehannah navigable fromr
the line of this State to tide water, endorsed, ‘will pass.”

% Also, returned the bill entitled, a supplement to the act
entitled, an act to incorporate the Maryland Hospttal, endors

cd, ‘will pass.” . P . -

" Also, returned the bill entitled, an act to revive.the act fo
meorporate the humane impattial sociéty of the City of Bal~
timore, endorsed, ‘will pass,” which said three last mentions

ed bills were ordéred to be engrossed. . . | 4

- AH40, celivered the resolution authorising the issuing of 2
warrant for the benefit of John I. Jacob,of Allegany coun-
ty, which resolution was heretofore dissentéd from by the
Set:;ate, accompanicd by the following message, which was

~ By the House of Declegates, February 7,1829.

Gentlemen of the Senate, | o

We retura to your honorable body,'thé resolation direci-

g the Register of the Land Office for the§Western Shore,

'to issue a common warrant, to Johun I. Jacob, of Alleghany
county, respectfully :€ uesting that you will re-consider the
same. Your honorable body will perceive that the petition
presents two distinct subjects for consideration, 1st. The
petitioner claims certain lands heretotore conveyed by the
commissiofiers on the part of the State of Maryland, to a
certain Lieut. Donavan, on the grounds stated inthe petition.
2dly. The petitioner ¢laims two hundred acres of 1and in his
¢wn right as an officer in-the Maryland line during the reva-
butiondry war. The fact of his having held a commissioa.
~31the Maryland line as stated in his petition,, is established
1 1the certificate of the Treasurer of the Western Shore’
}.erewith exhibited marked A, to which we respectfully call’
rewattention.  With this additional evidence we hope that




